



BHIMACHAR. B. S. & G EORGE, P. C. (1952): Ob-
servations on the food and feeding of the Indian 
mackerel, Raslrelliger CarJagurta (Cuvier). Proc. 
Indian Acad. Sci. 36B (3) : 105-118. 
CHlDAMBARAM, K. (1944): Food of the Indian 
mackerel, Raslrelliger kanagurta Russell of the 
West-coast of Madras Presidency. Curro Sci. 13(8): 
214-215. 
DEVANESAN, D. W. & C HlDAMBARAM, K. (1948): 
The Common food fishes of Madras Presidency. 
Govt. Press, Madras. 
JAMES, P. S. B. R.,· SHANBHOOUE, S. L. & 
CHANDRASEKHARA GUPTA, T. R. (1974): Biology 
and fishery of Lactarius iactarius (Schneider) off 
Mangalore. Indian 1. mar. Sci. 3 :72-79. 
JONES. S. & ROSA JR., H. (1965): Synopsis of 
biological data on Indian mackerel, Rastrelliger 
kanagurla (Cuvier) 1817 and short bodied mack~rel 
Raslrelliger brachysoma (Bleeker) 1851. FAa fis/t-
eries synopsis. 29. 
KUTHALINGAM , M. D. K. (1956): Observations 
on the food and feeding habits of the Indian ma-
ckerel, RastreUiger kanagurta (Russell) . 1. Zoot. 
Soc. India 8:99-106. 
Kurrv. M. N. (1965): Observations on the In-
dian mackerel Rastrelliger kOllogurta (Cuvier) from 
the trawl catches along the Bombay coast. Indian 
1. Fish. 9A (2): 590-603. 1962. 
LUTHER, G. (1973): Observations on the biology 
and fishery of the Indian mackerel Rastrelliger 
kanagurta (Cuvicr) from Andaman Islands. ibid. 
20(2) :425-447. 
:&.Ao. K. V. N. ( 1965): Food of the Indian ma-
ckerel, Rastrelliger kanagllrta (Cuvier) taken by 
drift nests in the Arabian sea off Vizhingam, South 
Kerala. Indian ' 1. Fish. 9A(2) :530-451; 1962. 
& RAO. K. P. (1957): Differences 
in the food of the young and adult mackerel, Ras-
tre/Jigcr kanagllrta (Cuv.). Nature 180:711-712. 
THAM, AH Kow (1950): The food and feeding 
relationships of the fisheries of Singapore Straits. 
Fish. Publ. L Olldoll 1(1) :35. 
V ENKATARAMAN, G . (1970): The Indian mackerel. 
Bull. cent. mar. Fish. Res. Inst. 24. 
& MUKUNDAN. C. (1970): A note 
on the food of young mackerel. J. mar. bioi. Ass. 
India. 12(1 & 2) :230-232. 
16. REDESCRIPTION OF TYPE SPECIMENS OF THE SPECIES 
EUCAMPTOPUS CORONATUS POCOCK AND EUPROSTHENOPS 
ELLIOT! (CAMBRIDGE) (FAM. PISAURIDAE) WITH 
CRITICAL NOTES 
(With seven text-figures) 
INTRODUCTION 
During the course of revisionary studies of 
the family Lycosidae from india. we got an 
opportunity to examine the type specimens 
of Indian Iycosids deposited in the British 
Museum (Natural History). London and Ox-
ford University Museum. Oxford. which were 
originally described by the Pocock and Cam-
bridge. While examining these type-specimens, 
we found that two species, namely Eucamp-
topus coronatus Pocock 1900 and Euprosthe-
nops ellioti (Camb.) 1877. were wrongly 
placed in the family Lycosidae. Pocock had 
erected two new genera in the family Lyco-
sidae. namely Eucamptopus Pocock 1900 and 
Euprosthenops Pocock 1897. which actually 
should be placed in the family Pisauridae. 
The purpose of the present paper is to clear 
the position of these genera and species in 
the family Lycosidae. The original descriptions 
of the two species are inadequate and without 
proper illustrations. Hence we are redescribing 
and illustrating the two species in detail. 
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